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SENATOR CHANSERS: Does revenue-neutral, when we use that tars,
mean that it will pay the cost of providlny the service?

SENATOR SAKER~ That's also correct.

SENATOR CHANSERS: So if 636 will pay the c ost o f it , 660
obviously was WsnsratinS money beyond what i t co st the
department to perform the service. Wouldn't that be true?

SENATOR SAKER ~ That ' s correct. Althouyh Nsbrasha will remain
ons of the very lowest in the country as far ~s their charwss.

SENATOR CHANSERS: That's not what I'm ashiny. I want to ses if
we' ve Sot a taa measure here. Why «as nothinW done by anybody
to determine whether that increase in that reyaest Cee from 61
to 63 was revenue-neutral or if it was Soiny to brine in extra
revenue? Was it Celt that because the amount, the actual dollar
amount, was so small, that it didn't mahe anybody any difference
and it wouldn't mahe anybody any difference?

SENATOR SAKER: No, I thinh it would...it miyht not mahs much
difference for an individual, but for the department, they do
handle a lot of these record searches on an individual basis.
hnd I ve Sot to believe, 'withou't havtnW any statement from DEVA
that it's WoinW to cost them more than Sl to pull these records
up, print tham, and mail them.

SENATOR CHANSERSc Well, why would you believe that, when they
misled you by puttinW 460 in the bill and then...

SHAKER SRONN: One minute.

SENATOR CHANSERS i ...reduced it to 636 when th e he avyweiyhts
came in and told tham, that's too much, we' re not Woiny to
a ccept t h a t ?

SENATOR WAKER: I thinh...

SENATOR CHANSERS: So the department reduced it.
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